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ABSTRACT
W e analyse the quark m ass hierarchy and CKM m atrix using the universal Yukawa

coupling m odelw ith an all violations precisely. W e estin ate the ranges of the values of 8

violation parameters (%, ¥, %, ¢, $, $, 2, 3) ih our quark m ass m atrices satisfying

quark m ass ratios and CKM m atrix, where ,, 3 arephases. W ihout these phases, the
solution satisfying quark m ass ratiosand CKM m atrix isnot obtained. T hese param eters

obtained can explain the CP violation e ects.
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1. Introduction

The origin of the m ass hierarchy of quarks and kptons has been investigated by the
various theories beyond the standard m odel (SM ) by m any authors {iF3]. A Tthough it
is necessary to study precisely the theories beyond the SM , In the present circum stances
where there are the precise analysis of B B ° m ixing , the CP -violating param eter " of
theK ? K9 systam and the determ ination ofthe top-quark m ass, one should analyse the
m ass hierarchy of quarks and C abibboK obayashiM askawa (CKM ) m atrix independently
ofm odelassum ed. Furthem ore, m any attem ptsbeyond SM 3] constructing m assm atrix
pattems at the GUT scale In SUSY theordies or at the string scale in string m odels,
although quite successfii], cannot produce resuls in com plete agreem ent w ith precise low
energy data. T hus, orthem odelbuilding beyond SM , the analysisusing only them inin al
qualities to be sure at present isnow to be very necessary.

For quark m ass m atrix pattems in low energy, there are Frtzsch type, Stech type
m odel ], the dem ocratic type m odel @] and the universal Yukawa coupling type m odel
1. W e adopt a quark m ass m atrix lke the dem ocratic §] and the universal Yukawa
coupling type m odels @] w ith the sn all violations from the universality which cause the
m ass hierarchy. O ur m odel does not take any assum ptions on the violations and treats
violation param eters as free param eters. First, we see the m ass hierarchy m echanisn
In the lin it of the universal Yukawa coupling. The (u; c; t) and (d; s; b) quark m ass

m atrices are expressed, under the universality of Yukawa coupling strength, as
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where " and ¢ are real, and are not assum ed universal. This " and ¢ unuiversaliy is
guaranteed by eg., am inin al supersym m etric gauge m odel [§] n which the up and down
quarks acquire their m asses through the couplings to two di erent H iggs muliplets. &

iswellknown that this type of the m assm atrix is diagonalized as diagD; 0; 3 9] by the



orthogonalm atrix Ty; diagD; 0; 3 9]= ToM qT():L ,where Ty is
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T hus the type ofEqg. (1) gives the Jarge m ass gap between the heaviest quark and other
two quarks.
N ext, we Introduce an all violations w ith phases of Yukawa coupling strength in uni-

versal coupling Eqg. (1)) as

O ’ 7 1
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where { are am all real violation param eters
1 (1= 1525 3) @)

W e do not take any assum ptions on the violation param eters exoept that {’s are very
an all. Introducing sm allviolations of coupling, we assum ed that the violations are caused
from the coupling between di erent quarks. Here it should be stressed that the largem ass
di erences are produced by the universal coupling then what distinguishes the quarks is
not the m asses but other characters. Thus the assum ption that the diagonal elam ents
of couplings between sam e quarks are sam e each other and do not have violations is
reasonablk. In the param etrization Eqg. (3)), we used the sign before { because,
thisnotation, { areallowed only to be positive in the quark m ass analysis as shown later.
B ranco, Silva-M arcos and Rebelo 4] studied the type ofm assm atrix (3) but they equate
the type of thism assm atrix to the quark m ass squared.

U nder the assum ption of sm all violation In universal coupling, we can get the sscond
m ass gap between two degenerate zero m ass states which are taken from the universal

massmatrix (1). This is shown from them assm atrix (3) neglecting phases
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Thism assm atrix is transfom ed by T to

ToM 9T, =
0 | S | S 1
I b (7 =3 ( 2+ 3= 6,
| D=3 ( F+25+29z3 (28+ I+ DB 2K 6
( 3+ D= ( 27+ J+ 9H=3 2 @ 2f 27 29=3

then if { 3 3 1,threeeigenvaluiestum to (0; 4 § 9=3; @ 43=3) 9), approxi-
m ately. This tendency is certi ed and the allowed ranges of ( {; J; 3) are detem ined
precisely from the analysis of quark m ass ratiosand CKM m atrix in the follow ing num er—
ical study.

In Jast section (3. D iscussions), we w ill com m ent on the di erence between the resuls

of ourm odeland others {I|}-4]

2. Num erical analysis

Them assm atrices (3) contain 6 violation param eters for (u; c; t) and d; s; b) sector
except Porthe 9, respectively. F irst, we consider 3 param eters ( {; 5; 3) case Eqg. (5))
for sim plicity and later we w ill consider the case containing phases. W e diagonalize the
massm atrices (5) to thediag ,; m; m]and diag 4; mg; my] org= u and d by the

unitary matrices T (¥; ¥; 9 and T (% §; 9), repectively,

T(H &5 Mt (L % H=MT; @=ud
MY =diagh,;memed; MS =diaghg; mg; myl: (7)

E igenvalues of the m ass m atrices are not the physical m asses but the param eters in
the Lagrangian. Theses quark m asses (eigenvalues) are running m asses which should be
all taken on a sihgle energy scale. In order to estin ate the parameters (7; 4; 3), we
use the quark m ass ratios. These m ass ratios are, to a good approxin ation, independent
of the energy scale, then the scale can be arbitrarily chosen 1.

For the values of the light and m edium heavy quark u; d; s and cm asses, we use the



world average cited in Ref. []];
m,=2 8M&V; me=10 16G&V;
mg=5 15Me&vV; mg= 100 300Me€V; 8)

because these values are aln ost sin ilar to the m ass values at the ssale = 1Ge&V [;

m,=51 1SM&vV;mg=89 26Me&vV;mg= 175 55M&V;m.= 135 005G&V.

For the heavy quark b and t m asses, we estim ate the runningmassm4( = 1GeV)
related to the physicalm assmghyS In the rstorderQCD as
phys _ - 4 - .
mq _mq( _mq) l+3_ s( _mq) 4 (9)
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The estinated my,( = 1Ge&V) and m¢( = 1Ge&V) from the physical m ass mihys =
43 02GeV andmf™ =174 22 Gev [llare
= 01Gev = 02G eV
mypy( = 1GeVv)= 508 028 Gev,; 549 029Gev;
my( = 1G&v)= 289 41 Gev; 327 48 G €V ; 11)
forthe avornumberN ;= 3.W ewritethevaluesofmy( = 1GeV) andm( = 1G&V)
forthe renom alization group Invariant scale = 0:1G&V and = 02G&V cases, becauss

these m ass values are sensitive to the values of . Hereafter, we write themassm 4( =
1GeV) asm 4. From these m ass values, we get the quark m ass ratios,

m mg
= 00038 00025; — = 0050 0:035;

me msg




m . mg
— = 00042 020013; — = 0038 0019; 12)

m ¢ my
where we used the average valuesofm,( = 1GeV) andm( = 1G&V) or = 0I1Ge&V
and = 02Ge&V and nvolved the deviation from the average value in errors.

W e estim ated num erically the allowed regions of ( {; §; 3) satisfying the constraint
iIn which the ratiosofthe eigenvalues m ,; m o; m+) and M 4; m ¢; my) ofthem assm atrices
(B) are ncluded in the experim ental ranges of quark m ass ratios (12). W e showed the
allowed regionsfor m ,; m.; m ) sectorin Figs.1 @), ) ,(€) and or m 4; m 5; m ) sector

nFgs.1d), €, O.

Fig.1 @), b), ©, @, e, ©

TheFigs.1l(@), b), (€) represent the allowed regions of ( ;; 3) plane corresponding

to the | = 0:00005; 0:0001; 0:0004 for (u; ¢; t)sector, respectively and Figs.1(d), (),

(® the allowed regions of ( $; §) plane corresponding to the § = 0:005; 0:01; 002 for

d; s; b) sector, respectively. For | < 0000012 and f < 000085, the allowed regions
for (5; §) and (§; ) plane do not exist, regpectively. It is seen in this Fig. 1 that the
allowed regions for ( J; 5) are symm etric w ith respect to the interchange between 3 and

5 . This symm etry is found easily in the approxin ate expressions for the eigenvalues and

eigenvectors of them assm atrix (5). T he eigenvalues are

1 1

m - CI_|_ CI+ q _ g q.
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and the corresponding eigenvectors are U, U, Ug;

TV (% 3 §)=O[(Uf);(U§);(U§)]; )

cos 4 sin 9 Ycos T+ “sin 9
T(H 59 B sn® cos 9  9sin 9+ Ycos 9K To; (L5)
q q 1
w here
q_ pl_ ( q q), q_ pl_ (2 g9 g9 q),
3 6 2p 3 9 2 1 2 3
1 § q q
9= “tan' q(zq 3)q: (16)
2 21 2 3

Though these expressions are obtained approxin ately, the allowed regions for ( J; 3)
obtained from these approxin ate expressions are aln ost sam e asthose n Fig. 1.

N ext we consider the CKM m atrix V,
V=T (V5 DTV 5 D @7)

The m atrix elem ents of V are detem ined by various experin ents, for exam ple, nuckar
beta decays, K 3 decays, neutrino and antineutrino production of charm o valence d
quarks, neutrino production of cham , sam ikptonic decays of B m esons produced on the

(4S) bb resonance and etc. T he absolute values for these m atrix elem ents are tabulated

as fi] 1
09747 09759 0218 0224 0002 0:005

0218 0224 0:9738 09752 0032 0048% : 8)
0:004 0015 0:030 0:048 0:29988 0:9995

W e calculated num erically the allowed regions of ( 7; 3; 3) satisfying the restriction in

V&P = g)

which the absolute values ofm atrix elem ents of V. in Eqg. (17) are included in the exper-
In ental range of m atrix elem ents Eqg. (18)). First, we estin ated the allowed regions of
(% & 9) ndependent of the experin ental constraint of ranges of the m ass ratio (12).
W e showed the allowed region of (5; %) for ; ¢; t) sectorin Fig. 2@) and of (§; )
for d; s; b) sector n Fig.2(b) xihgthe ¥ and ¢as ¥ = 00001 and § = 00l. For
other values of ¥ and ¢, ¥ = 0:00005; 00004 and ¢ = 0:005; 0:02, the allowed re-

gions or (§; §) and ($; §) are aln ost sin ilar to those of the case ¥ = 0:0001 and



¢= 001 shown in Fig 2. A Ilcom binations ofallpoints in allowed region of ( 5; §) with
all points in allowed regions of ( §; $) are not allowed but the restricted com binations
between som e points in allowed region of (;; 3) and some points in allowed region of
($; ) are allowed. For exam pl, the combinations ofa point in (45; %) plkin (shown
by a large dot) w ith points in the area shown by the large dotts in ( §; $) plane are
allowed. In F ig. 2, though we showed the solution corresponding to the case, 5 > 3 and

§ < ¢, there exist also the solutions corresponding to the cases, 5 < Y and §> §.

Fig.2 @), b)

Asshown In Fig. 1 and F . 2, there isno com m on regions satisfying both constraints
ofthem ass ratios and the CKM matrix n (§; §) plne of (d; s; b) sector. This fact is
easily understood from the analytic expressions forV . U sing the approxin ate expression

15) orT ({; 3; $), we can get the approxin ate expression orV

0
cos(* ) sh(* 9
v € sn(* 9 cos(® 9
(u d)CI)Sd (u d)Sjnd (u d)Sjnd (u d)CI)Sd
1
(u d)COSu+(u d)sjnu
(*  Ysh "+ (U Yoos UK (19)
1
From this expression, for § g 4, we can get the ratio ¥4~V J j
dygin Y+ (v 4) cos U7 j%jand then § $ > 020 from the experin ental

ratio ¥ F=Vy T3> 0032. On the other hand, from the ratio of m ass eigenvalues (13),
for § g ¢, we can get m §=m § 2(¢+ 9)=9 then § $ < 043 from the
experin ental rangem ;=m = 0038 0:019.W e comm ent here on the di erence between
the values calculated by Eqg. (19) and by num erically exact procedure. The values for

Vus and Vo elem ents calculated by Eq. (19) are di erent from the values calculated by



num erical and exact procedure about 2% , and for Vi, Va, Vig and Vi about 20% and for
Vudr Vs and Vg, about 01% .

Because of the fact that there isno common region n (J; $) plne stisfying the
quark m ass ratios and the CKM m atrix, we consider the case containing the phases’ { in
the quark m assm atrix asEq. (3). A lthough there are 6 degrees of freedom forphases’ {,
only two phases ’ § and ’ § are considered in our analysis because only § and ¢ in the
violation param eters are about 0.1 and other param eters are extrem ely small ( ¢ 001,

1 020001, ;5  001),then thephasesw ith these other param eters scarcely contrbute

to CKM matrix in contrast to two phases ' § and ’ §. W e param etrize the (d;s;b) sector

quark m ass m atrix using the very snallphases , and 3 instead of the phases ’ § and

g, as
0 , 1
1 1 ¢ @ e .
Mé= 4§ 1 ¢ 1@ DeE; 5 1 (=23 @)
@ etz @ et 1

and forM " we use the type of Eg. (B) with no phase. The approxin ate expressions for
the ejgenvalues of the m ass m atrix (20) are the sam e expressions form§; m§ and m §
asEq. (13), but the expression or ¢ is changed to containing the phases , and 5 as
follow s,

By d dy2 d dy2 2111:2
= @ 3) + 3(2 3) + 3( 3) : 21)

The expression or CKM m atrix is given in this approxin ation as

vV = g(?; S DTS 955 25 9)
s 'F+ sin vl oos Us?+ sin vF
8 sh *F + cos v? sn Ys?+ cos vF
(u d )Cd (u d )Sd (u d )Sd (u d )di
. 1
(u d)COSu+ (u d)S]I'l u
(" Yan "+ (' YYeos UK ; ©2)
1
where
4 d 4 4
4 ¢ @f 2 3)
= G—— ;
5 d



B 3 (9 9 i 3)
st= —g—= ;
24 ¢ @f § 9
d 1% g 4 °
ZEP—E (5 3) 12 3) g
d 1 " g d, d : °
- P35 27 G+ 3 3+ 3) @3)

and ", "and " aregiven n Eqg. (16).W e calculated the allowed regionsof ( {; 5; 3)
and (§; §; $; 2; 3) numerically and exactly satisfying two constraints of the ex—
perin ental values of ranges of the quark m ass ratios Eqg. (12) and the CKM m atrix V <P
Eg. (18) and showed these regions In Fig.3. W eshowed thecase ( ] f; 27 3)= (0.00005,
0005, 4, 4)inFig.3@), (00001,0.01, 4, 4)inFig.3@).Solutionscorregpond—-

Ing to the cases otherthan ( 5; 3) ( 4 3 4) do not exist.

Fig.3 @), b)

In order to see the e ects of the CP violation, we rephase the CKM matrix V. =
T (Y5 DTY(S; 95 95 27 3) to the standard param etrized CKM m atrix VF where the

m atrix elem ents V.5, VX

us’

Vh and Vi are realnum ber, by using the rephasing m atrix P,

and P4 as

VR =P,VPJ;

P, = diagk' ; 1; & '} Py= diagk' ; 1; & It 4)

Theparameters , Y and °are determ ined as

Cpnt PVes o FVee o TV
ReVyg ReVys ReVys
InV IV IV

= tan ! Cb; = tan ! ® tan? tb: 25)
ReVCb Rchb Rthb
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In the standard param etrized CKM matrix V¥ in which the element V5 isaln ost realas
recognized In the W olfenstein param etrization @], the parameters and characterizing
the CP violation which are the vertex coordinate of unitarity trianglk are expressed as

_ ReWVu, Vi)

o
Vo Vel

m v v
= —Rub R“‘_i): 26)
j‘lcb Vi

T he phenom enological constraints forparam eters and hasbeen exam ined by P ich and
P rades [B] using the recent inform ation on the non-perturbative hadronic inputs nesded
in the analysisof B? B ° m ixing and the CP ~violating param eter " of K ° K © system .
T hey gave the results of param eters and forthebest estin ate set of input param eters.
W e showed ourresultsof ( ; ) for (7; f; 2; 13) xed as (0:00005; 0:005; 4,; 4)
and (0:0001; 001; 4; 4) in Fig. 4, besides the Pich and Prades results which
are surround by circles centered at (0;0) and (1;0) and hyperbola correspond to the
input parameters ( 4 = 0776 006, m°° = 174 16Gev, &) = 161 008 ps,
B)VeF= B9 06) 18cev ', ¥u=Vei= 008 003,B = 050 015, 5=f =
20 0:5) E[B]. From thisFig. 4, we can say that the values of param eters (7; 5; 3)
and ($; $5 $; 2; 3) I allwed regions shown in Fig. 3 are aln ost consistent w ith the

phenom enological CP violation resuls.

Fig. 4
W e summ arized the ranges of parameters ( }; (7 + 3)=2; * 2 3) and
(¢; ¢ G+ 9=2; ¢ Y I (2+ 3)=2; > 3) obtained in previous

analysis in Table 1. The com pound signs w ith the values of *, ¢

and corresoond to
each other. O f course, all com binations of values in the ranges shown in Tabl 1 are not

the solutions but soecial com binations are the solutions.

11



Tablk 1: The ranges ofparameters (¥; ¥; %; §; ¢; 94; ,; ) stisfying themass
ratios Eqg. (12)) and CKM matrix Eqg. (18)).

uct sector dso sector
u 0:00001 00004 g 0001 0:015
Y S+ §5)=2 | 00064 00125 ¢ (§+ =2 0040 0:129
o3 00 00043)| ¢ ¢ ¢ ( 0:038 0:004)
¢ (2+ 3)=2 4 3
R (1 0)

W e show the typical solutions, and them ass ratios, CKM m atrix elementsand ( ; )
corresoonding to these solutions;

olition A : = 0:00005; L2 001; 5= 0009;

il =
f 0005; $=0054; =008 .= 4; 3= 4;

m
= 0:0019; = 0:0042; — = 0:025; — = 0:031;
me | mt m

0:9755 02198 00036
V =18 02196 09750 0:0340 % ;
0:0077 00333 0:9994
= 0:088; = 047;

solution B :

0:9753 02210 0:0043
V = B 02210 09747 00347 %
0:0087 0:0339 0:9994

= 0:022; = 056: 27)

3. D iscussions

W e analysed precisely the m ass hierarchy of quarks and CKM matrix In the law
energy by the universal Yukawa coupling m odelw ith an all violations Eg.(3)). V iolation
param etersestinated are 8: (Y, 3, %, ¢, 9, §, 2, 3), and estin ated values of these

are tabulated In Tabl 1. O ther phases than , and ; do not contrlbute to our present

12



analysis because of extrem e smallnessof (%, 5, 5, ¢).W e tted 8 violation param eters
to 8 experim ental data: 4 quark m ass ratios Eqg. (12)), 3 m xing angls determ Ined by
CKM matrix elem ents Eg. (18)) and 1 phase detem ined by CP violation which relates
to and

Here we comm ent on the di erences between ourm odel and others [L]-B]. The m ass
m atrices depending on m odels adopted and CKM m atrix are connected through the uni-

tary m atrices T, depending on m odels as follow s;

T,M “T,' =M} = diagh ,; mo; mJ;

V = T,Tg: @8)

From V = T,Tj andV ®®  1,Fritzsch type, Stech typem odeland m any otherm odels'fL ],
B3] adopt the unitary m atrices T 525" %P as T 5™ %P° 1 and then (Mu)Frizsh trpe =
(TFresn @) L diagn y; mo; mJTE72 WP diagn,; mc; me]and (M )7 wPe =
(TS50 9P 1 Qiaghn g; m g mpJTL 25 ¥P°  diaging; m ¢; m ). However, ifwe change
T, ! TyS and Tgq ! T4S where S is som e arbitrary unitary m atrix, the CKM m atrix V
rem ains unchanged. T he dem ocratic m odeland the universalY ukawa coupling m odel 2],

universal coupling type

@], in fact, use the ollow ing uitary m atrices T’y as
T:l;lifersal coupling type If,n;:zsd'l typeTo; (29)

where T, is the uniary m atrix de ned n Eq. 2). CKM m atrix does not depend on the
unitary m atrices T, 4 adopted but the weak interaction eigenstates do on it then on the
m ass m atrices adopted.

Even In Fritzsch type m odels, there are m any param etrizations and all param etriza—
tions cannot explain precisely the present quark m ass hierardhy and CKM m atrix. For
exam ple, origihal F'ritzsch m odel can not explain the cbserved large top quark m ass and

m odi ed m odel (see the literature of B D utta and S.Nandiin [I}]) can explain the large

13



top quark m ass but has to use the up quark mass m atrix In which the 2;3) and the
(3;2) elam ents are unequal. Recent Peccei and W ang analysis (the literature in E]) uses
themassmatrix M " = T 'fdiagm [ o 7 « 7 10Ty diagme[u '; xie *; 1]1and
M= Ty fdagmpla % o %5 10Ta  diagmyla %7 o % 1l where yo= 049; o=

146; g = 058; 4= 055and isthe param eter n W olfenstein param etrization Eﬂ of
CKM m atrix, and takes the m assm atrices explaining the law energy data precisely. But
the principle to take theirm assm atrices is not so clkar.

W e will analyse the problm of neutrino m ixing using the present our m odel in next
work. A s we mentioned above, the weak interaction eigenstates depend on the unitary
m atrices T, ,4 adopted, then the analysis ofm ass m atrix Involving the lepton sector lke
the neutrino m ixing problm will give the clue to check the validiy of our m odel and

other m odels.

14
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F iguare captions

Fig.l. The allowed regions or (¥; 5; %) and (§; §; ¢) satisfying the m ass ratios
Eg. 12)). @), ©), ©: The allowed regions of (;; 3) plane corresponding to the
7 = 0:00005; 0:0001; 00004 for (u;c;t) sectors, respectively. ), ), (©: The allowed
regions of ( §; ) plane coresponding to the ¢ = 0:005; 0:01; 002 or (d;s;b) sectors,

respectively.

Fig.2. The allowed regionsof (J; 5; §) and (¥; §; 9) satisfying the experin ental
CKM matrix elements Eg. (18)). (@): The allowed region of ( ;; 3) plane corresponding
tothe V= 00001, ¢= 00l. (b): The allowed regions of ( §; §) plane corresponding to
the ¥ = 0:0001, {= 0:01.A llcombinationsofallpointsin allowed region of ( 5; %) wih
allpoints ;n allowed regions of ( §; §) are not allowed. For exam ple, the com binations
ofapointin (;; 3) plain (shown by a large dot) w ith points In the area shown by the

largedotts In ( §; §) plane are allowed.

Fig.3. The allowed regions of (}; 5; §) and (§; §; §) satisfying the m ass ratios

Eg. (12)) and the experim ental CKM m atrix elem ents Edg. (18)). (@): the allowed regions

of (¥; %) and (3; %) planes corresponding to ' = 000005, §= 0005, ,= 4, 3=
u

4. ): theallowed regionsof ( 5; 5) and ( ;; %) planes corresponding to } = 00001,

=001, ,= 4, ;= 4.

Fig.4. The param eters ( , ) satisfying them ass ratios Eg. (12)) and the experin ental
CKM matrix elem ents Eq. (18)) forthe (¥; ¢; ,; 3) xedas (000005; 0:005; 4; 4)
and (0:0001; 001; 4; 4).Area surrounded by the circles centered at (0;0) and (1;0)

and hyperbola is the allowed region for CP violation given by P ich and P rades R]I.
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